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LETTER 


Friend, &c. 


SIR, 


- AVING by your favour had a ſight 
of the late Letter in Anſwer to the 
Arguing part of the D. of P's. firſt Let- 

. ter to Mr. G. I now return you it 

with my thanks, and ſome Reflettions 

on ſo much of it, as attempts to demonſtrate the 

Tufallibility of the Remiſh Faith, and denies the 

certainty of ours. For whatever becomes of the 

Conference, which gave occaſion to this Lerter , 

the Contents of it thus far are of as much Con- 

cernment to Tou and Me, and indeed to all Pro- 
teftants, as to that worthy Perſon to whom he 
writes it. The man is, you ſce, a great pretender 
to Logick, but you find him making much more 
uſe of his Rhetzorick; and indeed it is to this, if to 
B. any 
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any thing, that he. is beholding for ſo much as a 
' pretence to the other ; and it we teel no harm from 
this, we need not fear that the other can hurt 
us. , You may be ſure he wants no Wit, whom Mr, 
G, intruſts to ho!d his Cards, and play his Game too, 
with ſo well known a GameZter. Pardon me for 
uſing his own Language in a matter fo ſerious, [I 
ſay not, as his Letter, but as the Su/jet of jt. 
His Szile is plcaſant and taking enough, his way 
of Arguinz mcerly popular , and his Art accom- 
modate to the deſign he is upon, of deluding the 
leſs thinking. Laſtly, his C n#dence 1s ſuch, as we 
ought to expect in men that talk of nothing lower 
than Self-evidence, abſolute Certainty, and 1nſalili- 
lity. 

IT wiſh with all my heart , that his value for Souls, 
ſo - precious to God, be really as great, as he would 
have us think zheirs 1s Jittle, who (as he deriding- 
ly ſpeaks) ſer up for Miniſters of the Goſpel. It he 
find any of them ſo regardleſs of their Duty, as 
he faith they, are ; let him freely, for me, ſpend all 
his Rhetorick in Exclamations againſt them, as he 
has begun to do, Page 5. But when he talks of 
every Bodies ſpeaking fer himſelf one day, aud bring- 
ing in his own account ; and asks, it the [ſappineſs or 
Miſery of their Souls will not depend on that account 2 
And then expoſtulates with our Mixers in this 
manncr, Can you ſuffer them to run that terrible 
Hazard, without making them able to juſtijie their 
accounts themſelves, and ſurnilhing. them with Aſu- 
rance that they can, and with no more to ſay, butethat 
they hoped Dr. St. would make his party good with 
Ar. G. bid. Iam apt to think him ſome Convert, 

who 
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who knows not what to ſay, either for the Church 
he hath choſen, or againſt that he hath forfaken. 
He has heard, it may be, ſomething to this pur- 
poſe ſaid againſt the Prieffs of that Church, where- 
of he now 1s; and not knowing what elſe to fav, 
nor yet how to be ſilent, he faith the ſame ogainſt 
the Minifters of ours. Becauſe our Minifters know 
that every one of us muſt give account of himſelf to 
God , theretore they not only give us leave, but 


earneſtly exhort us to read and ſtudy the Go{pel 


of Chriſt, whereby we muſt be judged; which is 
a Liberty very rarely granted in the Church of 
Rome. And becauſe they know alſo our Happi- 
neſs or Miſery depends on this account we ſha'l be 
able to give of our ſelves, theretore they will not 
have us depend upon their Word only, who are 
not able to acquit us in the day of Judgment, as 
the Romani/ts muſt do upon the word of their 
Prieſts, or upon nothing at- all that I know of ; but 
in preaching, they explain the Scriprure to us, are 
importunate with us to ſcarch it ; they Catechize 
us, cxheort us to confer often with them, commend 
good Books of InſtruQtion to us, uſe all ways they 
can to make us grow *in Grace and Knowledg, and 
to enable us to give our account with joyiulneſs. 
But how comes this man, if he be a Reman Cathe- 
lick, to talk of furniſhing them with aſſurimnce that 
they can2 If they may be affured that they can 
give up a good account, may they not be a{/ured 
that they have the Grace of Ged, and of their F:/ti- 
flification and Salvation? And it fo, then whats 
become of that Decree of the Conncil of Trent, —17/7 
miſt not affirm, that they who are tru.y juſtified, ct 
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to conclude with themſelves without any doubting 
at all, that they are juſtified 5 ſeeing no man can 
know by a certainty of Faith, under which there 
can be n) fallhood, that he hath cbtain'd the Grace 
of God? If no man ought or can be aſſured that 
he hath the Grace of God , how are our Mini. 
fters bound to furniſh us with Aſſurance that we can 
juſtifie our Accounts our ſelves 2 Can a man juſlihe his 
accounts, that is not ſure he hath the Grace of 
God? Poſliblyy his meaning may be no more, but 
that our Miniſters give us not ſuſhcient Aſſurance 
of the Truth of our Faith; and for want of that, 
we cannot juſlifie our accounts. But if this ke 
his meaning, it is very untowardly expreſſed, and 
after all, it will be a litcle hard to conceive, 
how the hare Aſſurance of the Truth of what is 
taught, ſhould enable a man to juſtifie his ac- 
count , without an A{ſurance of Grace too , 
which the Comunci/ denies that any man can 
have. 

He tells us next, That Truth is Truth, becauſe 'tis 
built on intrinſecal grounds, and not on private mens Ali- 
lities, or their ſaying this or that, And hence infers, 
that 77/! thoſe grounds be produced , it cannot be with 
reaſon held Truth. Ibid. He might as well have faid 
more plainly , What any thing is, that it is, whatever 
be the Reaſons why it is ſo, or whoever ſaith it is, or it 
is not: Tet can no man with Reaſon believe it, till he 
have a Reaſon to believe it. All this is true, and I 
think every body knew it before he told us it ; 
nor 1s 1t the truer, becauſe he hath faid it , and 
therefore we have no more Reaſon to belicve it, than 
we had before. But ſecing Truth is Truth, whatever 
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private men ſay we think it can depend no more 
upon the ſaying of a Romiſh Prieſt, than of an Engl1/h 
Miniſter ; and therefore we think alſo, that the YLu!- 
ar Papiſt, at beſt, hath leſs certainty of the Truth they 
hold , than the //ulgar Protejtant of the Truth we 
hold , whilſt , beſides the word of the Prieft, the 
former hath no grounds at ail to Luild his Faith 
upon ; but the later hath , betides the word of the 
Miniſter, the Word of Gd in the Scripture, vw hich he 
may conſult when he will. Moreover, it we cannot 
with Reaſon hold a Truth,till the in7rinſecal grounds of it 
be produced, then two things more mult be true, 
which I fear this Roman Catholick will not grant us. 
Firſt, That we cannot with Reaſon hold any thing 
tor a Truth, namely, becaulc the Church of Rome hath 
determined it ; for her determination is no intrinſecal 
ground of the Truth , but onely an outward te/timony 
0: declaration of it; and then what's become either 
of her Infallibility, or of her Authority to com- 
mand our Faith 2 Second/y, That the Common Peo- 
ple muſt be allow'd their Judgment of Diſcretion ; tor 
how without the free uſe of that, they thall diſcern 
the [atrinſecal grounds of Truth when produced, and 
ſo with Reaſon hold it, I fear our Author cannot caſlily 
demonſtrate : which yet if he cannot do, he mult 
by his own Principles be forced to grant , That the 
Church of Rome hath no more [nfallibility or Autho- 
rity than the Church of Enz/and hath ; ſhe 15 to be 
believed onely when ſh2 produceth the /nrisſecal 
ground of Truth, and not otherwiſe, unleſs we muſt 
believe her without Reaſon ; and 1o far is the Church 
of England to be believed, or any Church whatſoever. 


And fo this Author hath ( unawares I ſuppoſe ) ſet us 
all 
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all on even ground , and I hope we may be able to 
maintain our ground againſt all that he faith here- 
after for himſelf, or againſt us, to gain the advan- 
tage of us again. 


Firſt , He falls upon the Certainty of the Proteſtant 
Faith ; which he hopes very ealily to overthrow ; 
and it will be as ealily done, 1t it ſtand upon no 
ſurer ground than he would have it. Supp:/e (C faith 
he ) Mr. G. could not prove Proteſtants are nit cortain, 
are tbey therefore certain 2 pag. 4 This he (ſt ima- 
gines, that all the certainty of our Farth is This, that 
Papiſts cannot prove it to be uncertain, and thn 'tis 
pretty to ſee what ſport he makes witi1 11s own 1ma= 
gination. But let him play on, it ſeems time for us to 
be in earneſt and more {crious, when the c-rtainty of 
our Faith is ſtruck at. It i5to0 weighty a matter to 
be play'd away at a game of Cards; wi:ch'is all lic is 
commiſſion'd to, Yet will he make the Wort believe, 
that we have thrown it away already; nav, tie will 
needs make us btcheve it too. Tou know we! en97h 
( faith he ) that to prove Proteſtants have no 46/0- 
lute certainty of their Faith, is u1 hard task for a weak 
man. I ſay nothing vet of the word [ 4#/o/u/e | but 
ask, how know we this > Why , we know ary man 
may find it contefſed ro his band by Proteſtants, p2. 6. 
Who I pray are theie Prote/tants 2 Dr. Tillotſow, 1n 
his Rv/e of Fuith, pag. 117, 118. I have fo great a 
reverence tor that very Excellent man, that I am not 
unwilling, though he be but oe Proteſtant , that he 
ſhould pai: for mmny, and too many for all the Trad: 
thomary Catholicks to aniwer his Rate of Faith ; but his 
Confeſſion, that Proteſtants have no certaiaty of _ 
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Faith , I muſt deſire ſome good Catholick to ſhew me 
in thoſe two Pages, or in any other part of his Book, 
when he can anſwer it, for till then I deſpair of find- 
ing it. We do not yet therctore ſee this Confeſſion, no 
nor he neither, if he may be believed againſt himſelf 
(ſome People have need of good Memories to fave 
their Credit ) for paz. 23. he tells us, Me ſeem t29 
grant we are thus Abſ"lutely certain, or Infallible by 
Virtue of Tradition. How 2 Confeſs we have no cer- 
tamtry, and YET-: ſeem fo grant We Are- Infallible ; and 
that too by Virtue of Tradiri nu 2 This is to make us 
right Traditi nary Papiſts, indeed, whether we will or 
no, fuch as Reſhworth, Dr. H. lden, Mr. Creſſy, and Mr. 
White;all cont nding tor the Irfallilbility of Tradition, 
and-yet con/efing that what the greateſt part of Man- 
kind muſt be farished with, 1s Probabzlity and! Conje- 
ure; as he may find in the 129/h, and following 
Pages of Dr. 7illotfon's Rile of Faith; where it he find 
them wrong d, he hath the liberty to vindicate them 
if he can. Only I will here give im and his 
friends a feaſonable warning, Tiat it-any Proteſtant 
ſhall, being now minded of it by him, hegin to 
plead Infallibility by virtue of Trad:tion; it will 
bchove them in time, aitcr their many ihiftings 
from Poſt to Poſt, to ſeek them out yet a new 
one ; tor when both Parties pretend a like to /ufal- 
litility and Traditicn, neither of theſe can be any 
longer a fit Medinm whereby to prove which 1s 1n 
the right. 

[t is agreed ( as he faith well ) oz al hands, Men 
are ſaved by believinz and practiſing what Chriſt 
taught , not barely by believing Scripture is Scripture, 
Page 7. And 'tis as true which he tells us, Page 8. 
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Where Churches differ in Faith , infallible Faith in 
one Cannot ſtand with certain Faith in the other. 
Whence he may do well to take notice, that when 
our certainty is once proved, no more 1s needful 
to confute” their 7x/allibility, Now the Queſtion 
is, (faith he) V Tether Proteſtant, are abſolutely cer- 
tain, that they hold n:ww the ſame Tenets in Faith , 

and -all that our Saviour tauzht his Apoſtles? Page 6 6. 
Which Queſtion 1n that Challenge of his, Page 22. 
is thus explained. MIZikte manifeſt, that Prtellan's 
hav? abſolute certainty, not only of the Scripture, which 
they call their Rule; but of the Faith, which they 
pretend to have from that Rule, or elſe ſuffer ano- 
ther thinz to be manifeſt, viz. That you cannit do 
it, and thither I am ſure it will ccme. The Prof, 
he often tells us, Is our part; and — he be fo 
contident , that we cannot make it good; yet are 
we not afraid to undertake it, even all that he 
here calls upon us to prove, leaving out the word 
[ Abſolutely] till he tell us what is meant by it, as 
he will do anon. The certainty that we have 

of the Holy Scriptare, which we acknowledg to 
be our Rule of Faith, we maniteſt after the fame 
Manner , as Sy do thei! rs, except only, that we 
ground it not on the [rla'libiliry of their Church ; 


_ and yet, if that will do us any good, we have 


it too confirm!ny our certainty, But ſo much cer- 
tainty he yiclis us; only he asks, Did our Saviour 
teach, and d: Pri teſlauts lelieve no mire, than 
that the Bok fo call d, is Scripture? Page 6. Yes, 
tho [ do not find that our Saviour ever taught that 
the Book ſo called is Scriprure, one great part where- 
of was not written when he taught ; yet do we 
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believe that it is Scripture, and Divine Scripture? 
rhe Word of God, containing in it all things neceſſary 
to Salvation, and that all rhings therein contain'd 
are true. Now this being granted us, that our 
Scripture is God's Word , we think that we do 
ſufficiently prove the cerrainty of every Article 
of our Faith when we ſthew it to be ſolidly 
grounded on that Word; and this being ſhewn, 
our Faith is either c--:ain , or they wito deny it 
to. be ſo, muſt 2thrm the Word of God, on 
which it is wholly grounded , to be no good 
ground of Certaintz, Neither indeed can theſe 
men deny the ce-/a:nty of our Faith, without de- 
nying that of their own too, ſo far as it 1s the 
fame with ours ; as indeed it 1s in all our 
neceſſary Articles, ours being no other but thoſe 
in the Creeds, which are as well rheirs, as 
OUTS, | | : 

Thus far then we have often proved the cer- 
tainty of our Faith, and if he require 1t , will 
be ready to do it again. But this he knows 
well enough , and theretore would ſet us a har- - 
der task ; but it is by all Laws of Diſputation 
in our choice whether we will accept of it or 
no. Two things more he will have us prove. 
Firſt, That we are Abſolutely certain of all this: 
And Secondly, Not only this , but of a/! that more 
which our Saviour taught his Apoſtles. But that 
we are not obliged to prove either of theſe things, 
we are at leaſt as ſure, as he 15 that we can- 
not; and that I will confeſs to him 1s ſure e- 
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novgh, taking his words in his own fenle. 
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For f1/t, he tells us, Pag. 23. The profeſſion of 
Abſolute —_— makes a fair appreach tewards the 
Defrine of Infallibility, er rather 'tis the ſeif ſame 
withit, And again, in the ſame Page he makes 
At folutely certain, and Tnfallible, all onething. When 
therefore he can meet with Prore/tants that Pro- 
fels themſelves abſolutely certain in his ſenſe , that 
is, Zafallible ; *tis fit he ſhould call upon them , as 
we do on Roman Catholicks , to prove all is their 


due, which they as abſurdly as preſumptuouſly 


arrogate to themſelves. But whilſt he has to do 
with Proteſtants of the Church of England, who are 
of a modeſter diſpoſition', let him not put them 
to the Bluſh for him, Ly telling them *tis their 
duty to prove themſelves to be as much wiſer than 
they know themſelves to be, as the Church of 

Rome thinks her felf wiſer than all other Cliurches. 
And truly the next part of his demand is as un- 
reaſonable as this, to bid us prove that we are 
abſolutely certain of All that Chri/t taught his Apo- 
files. We are certain, as was ſaid, of that which 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles have taught us in the Holy 
Scripture, writ on purpoſe to inform us of what they 
taught ; and this we have reaſon to think enough, and 
all that we are bound to Le certain of ; becauſe, we 
cannot imagine, if they writ not a// that we are 
bound to know and believe, why they were at the 
pains to write ſo much ; for if it be as theſe men tell 
us, that to believe but a par? 15 as damnable as to be- 
lieve norhing, they had as good have writ nothing as 
not the whole that we mult believe. A few lines 
more might have inſtructed us in that all more 
which ( tis faid ) we ſhould certainly believe, or a 
tew 
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few words might have directed us to the [n/allible 
Church to learn it. Were thoſe good ' men ſo ſcanted 
of time, or ſparing of pains, that they could not afford 
us this a// more ; elp2cially whilſt they ſpend ſo much 
of both in writing largely, things ſuppoſed by all not 
A3ſolutely necellary ? And did the Primitive Church 
allo grudge her Children the tull knowledge of this 
all that Chriſt and his Ap '/tles taught as the necet- 
fary Faith of Chriſtians > We do not find in any of 
the ancient Creeds one branch of this all more, which 
the Zrent Council fo lately taught and commanded by 
vertue of Tradition. To ſay no more, we have cer- 
tainty of all that is taught us in Scripture, and we 
know of no more that Chriſt and his Apoſtles taught 
us. The Papiſts ſay there is more, and we are 
bound to believe it ; cannot now this Gentleman ſee 
by his own Rules of Diſputation, that he and his Bre- 
thren ought to bear their ows burden, the proof of 
_ all this more, that he would have us ſay we are cer- 
tain of 2? 

You ſee I hope by this time, that we decline 
no proof that is incumbent upon us. We prove the 
Scripture to be the Word of God 3 we prove every Ar- 
ticle of our Faith by the Scripture 5 and thus we prove 
we have ſufficient certainty of our whole Faith. Our Rule 
being certain, the Faith which agrees with 1t 1s cer- 
tain too. If there be any thing more, that it 1s fup- 
poſed Chrif? taught , and Chri/tians muſt believe , he 
that afirms it, is obliged to prove it, or no longer to 
quarrel with thoſe who know nothing of it. 

Well, I perceive this Author has a mind to ſhew 
what he can do to prove we have no certainty of our 


Faith, in kindnels, to us I ſuppoſe ; that he may eaſe 
C 2 us 
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us of the impeſſible task, as he acccunts it, of proving 
that we have. And he has done it wnanſtrerably, if 
we will believe him. 7 declare openly ( faith he |) that 
you cannot anſwer this Diſcourſe. However ve will 
try, and we have ſome reaſon tor it, ſeeing he tells us 
it nearly teucheth our Copyhold , which he may well 
believe we have no mind to part with. We have it 


thus, Pag. 30, 31. 


I. God hath left us ſome Way to know ſurely what Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles taught. This 1s a certain truth ; what 
15 then the inference from 1t ? 


II. Therefore this Way mu? be ſuch, that they who 
take it, ſhall arrive by it at theend it was intended for, 
that is, to know ſurely what Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
taught, Alas | what dallying 1s here! Who 1s the 
witer for this znſerence? Or who knows one jot the 
more by it, than he did by the Antecedent 2 If God 
hath left us a Way to knw, then by that Way we may 
know. It ſuch be his /ferences that he here engageth 
to make good, he needs not fear to make good his 
engagement, tho his Inference be good for nothung. But 
Iis next may be better. Let us hear it. 


III. Scriptare's Letter interpretal'e by Private 
Judgments, is not that Way. Who doth the man here 
diſpute againſt > Our Doctrine is, that The Scripture 
only 7s the Rule Faith, or , The Scripture contains all 
thi-zs neceſſary 7v Salvari n. I tuppole it is againſt as 
that ze would be thought to difpute in this unanſwer- 
able Diſcourſe; and why doth he not in terms con- 
tradict our Doctrine, ſaying, 7he Scripture only is avt 

the 
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the Rule of Faith, or the Scripture contains not all thinss 
neceſſary to Salvation 2 If, Eecauic he had in his Pro- 
poſition uied Way for Rule ( which IS very indifferent 
to us ) he ought in his Aſſumprin allo to ule the fame 
word ; yet; why faith he not SCrIPtUTE only , Fut 
Scripture's Letter 2 And why more yet, Scripture's 
Letter interpreted-by private Judgments 2 All this pacl:- 
ing of the Cars 15 not-for nothing. However let us 
dal fairly and above-board. 

If then by Scripiare's Letter he mean ( as ſome 
of his Friends do ) waſenſed Charaflers, I conteſs 
Scripture's Letter cannot Le the Rule, or av fo 
knw, But ſuch infigniiicant things we -are unac- 
quainted with in the Holy Scrip7zre, which we own; 
it there be any ſuch in his, it will loſe nothing by 
throwing them out. Yet it he can think it reafonable 
to allow as much to the Scripture, which is a Lerzer 
from the infallible Ged, to Men, as he expects we ſhould 
allow to this Lerter of his, that it contains good 


Senſe expretied in words /ignificant and intelligible , 


we deny his 4ſumption, that Scripture's Letter is not 

this way. | | 
Again, if by theſe words, interpretable by private 
Judgments, he mean the Scripture any way interpre- 
table, as,any private man may pollibly wre/t the words 
to make them comply with his own Sentiments , or 
through ignorance and lazineſs, and neglect of fuch 
helps and means as are fit to be uſed, may miſunderſtand 
them, he muſt have as wide a Conſcience, and as lit- 
tle Modeſty, as the impudent and wicked 4r:/ or of 
Pax Votis, Who has the face to taſlen fuch i mean- 
ing to the 67h of our 39. Aries, which: hath no 
reipet at all to the Inrerpretation of Scripture, but 
only 
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only to the S»ffcicacy and Canm thereof. Byt if 
his meaning be, that S-ripture, as it may he wider. 
f?1od by a private Man of a competent Judiment, 
uſing ſuch he!ps as are proper, 1s not the way; we 
aztimn deny his Aſſumption. For we ſuppoſe theſe 
tings, That the Scripture 15 Gods Word, That it was 
written to be wnder/tood, That 1t was written for the 
Inſtruction of private men, That ?hey are concerned to 
wrlorſtand it, That they may believe and live as it Gi. 
recs ; That they have means left them of G-/ for the 
unde/t.mnding of it, ſo faras it is of neceſſary concernment 
to them ; And that uſing theſe means as they ought, 
they may anderſtand it, and thus it is to them the way 
to know ſurely what Chriſt aud his Apoſtles tauzht as 
neceſſary to their Salvation. And now let him ſhew, 
when he can, tha: theſe Suppoſetions are unreaſonable 
or falſe. + | 
But he offers at a Proof of what he faith ; For (faith 
he ) we experience Presbyterians and Socinians ( for 
Example ) both. take that way, and yet differ in ſuch 
hizh Fundamentals as the Trinity and the Godhead of 
Chriſt. | might here talk with him in his own 
ridiculinz Language , Page 11. We bring our Argu- 
ment, and he his Inſtance azainſt it, What are Per- 
ple the wiſer now? And which ſhall they be for, the 
Argument, or the Tuſtance 2 For it an Tuſtance , ſuch 
as this in Presbyterians and Socimians, is enough to 
ſtand in Bar againſt any Argument proving the Ho- 
ly Scripture to be the Way to know what Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles taught ; what -Reaſon can he 
give us, why the like /»JZance ſhould not be as 
good againſt an Argument for Traditins being 
the Way 2 Traditi)z it {cems 1s fo precious 4 thing 
with 


(15) 
with theſe men, that Experience is nothing in 
compariſon of any Argument that they have ad- 
vanced to defena it; but the Scripture is a thing, 
of ſo little worth, ſecing it favours them 1o little, 
that Experience, or any thing ele, is thought enough 
to ſhew the Folly of truſting to it. But to lct this 
paſsz the force of his Argument is this, If any 
Men cau be found who wreſt er miſinterpret Scrip- 
ture, then can it mot be the Way to know what 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles taught, Now to find men 
wreſting the Scriptare, he needed not have ſought 
amongit Presbyrerians and Sccinians, he might have 
met with Inſtances cnow aircrgſt Popes and 
Councils. But for the. validity of the Conſequence , 
he muſt yet ſeek a little farth:cr, or get a Decree 
of ſome new Cexncil to make it gocd; tho this 
will not do his Work ncither ; for 'tis granted us, 
that the fame nfallible Authority, which by a bare 
Declaration can make an Article of Faith, may le 
miſtaken in the Argemexts it uſeth to prove it 
ſo. And indeed this Argument proves nothing, 
but that he has no gocd Opinion of the Scrip- 
ture, For muſt a Rule Le no goed Rule, becauſe 
ſome who uſe it, miſurcerſicrd it, and abuſe it 2 
Muſt a Way be a wrong Way, bccauſe ſome that 
take it, will not keep it? In ſhort, till it be prov- 
ed that God hath leſt ſuch a Way or Rale, as no 
man can prfſibly exr cut of it, miſtake it, or abuſe 
It, and that it is not cnough that he hath Jeſt us 
ſuch a Way or Rule, as men may wnderſtand and 
obſerve if they be not wanting to themielves, it 
will not follow that the Scripture's Letter in the 


venſe we have own'd it, 1s not the Way, tho not 
| only 
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only Presbyterians an Sinians, but the preater 
number of Mankind ſhould own it, and yet differ 
about ſundamental Points contained in it 5 no more 
than it follows, that becauſe we ſee men mitinterpret 
and break good Lawvs daily, therefore thoſe Laws are 
uninte!l;xible, or cannot be tept, and mult be thought 
in/a/icient to ſhew them what the Lawgjver expects 


v 


- trom them. 


Yet, if this /»/tance in Presbyterians and Socinians 
be not a ſufficient Prozf that Scripture 1s not the way. 
left us by God to know the Doctrine of Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles, you mult expect no other in this anas- 
ſwerable diſcourſe; for all that follows, is but two 
[Therefores,] and one Conclufton twice repeated, as you 
here ſee. 


I V. Therefore Scripture's Letter interpretable by 
private Judzments is nt the way left by God to know 
Jarely, what Chriſt and his Apoſtles tauzht , or ſurely to 
arrive at right Faith, And again, 


V. Therefore they who take only that way, cannot 
by it arrive ſurely at rizht Faith, fince 'tis impoſ- 
ſible t) arrive at the end, without the means or way 
that leads to it. And ſo you have an unan(ſwer- 
able Diſcourſe. Is this the Thing the Mountain has 
at laſt brought forth to ſend us home a Laugh- 
ing 2 Is this the Man that undertakes to read 
Logick to th? D. of P.2 What trifling 1s. this 1n 
him, who pretends to ſo much care of Souls 2 
Thus he ſhould have argued to have made ſure 
work : 


God 
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God hath left us ſome Rule, which no man can poſſibly 
miſunderſtand or abuſe. But Scripture Letter is not ſuch 
a Rule, as no man can poſſibly miſunderſtand or abuſe. 
Therefore, The Scriptures Letter is not the Rule which 
God hath left us. 

Had we now denied the Minor in this Sy/ogiſm, then 
his inſtance of Presbyterians and Socivians, would have 
done him good Service. But if we had chanced to 
have denied the Major, as in all likely hood we ſhould 
have done, he had been at an utter loſs, as we ſhall 
clearly ſee now we come to conſider how he handles 
his own Rule, viz. Tradition. 

The next Queſtion is, Z/ow :t may appear that the 
Charch of Rome tis /ufallible 2 To prove the is, he will 
grant us to be his part, if he think it need any proof, as 
I queſtion whether he doth or no. For page 12, he 
tells us, Ir is vain to talk agaiuſt one Ifallifality » Wn- 
leſs we will ſet up another. An Infallibility, he ſuppo- 
{cth there muſt beamong men, and then the old Argue» 
ment muſt take place, that ſeeing no other pretends 
toit, but the Roman Catholicks, it muſt beamong them ; 
we muſt theretore either prove it to be with us, orin 
vain ſhall we deny it to be with them, whether 
they prove it or no, for ſome where it muſt be. But 
now ſuppoſe we deny that there is ſuch a thing to be 
found among men 2 Then will he have us grant , 
That there are no means by which men may be ſecured 
from being deceived ; and then, they will not rake all 
that pains that are neceſſary to compaſs that good, which 
for ought they can tell, they may not compaſs with all their 
pains, Ibid But here he is too haſty, for tho we 
know not where to find infa/lible men, now living on 
Earth, yet we know there is an Infallible ani Lt- 
ving God, and He by Mex indued with his Infallible 

D _ Opirit, 
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Spirit, hath given us his Word plainly Written, and 
this Word is a ſufficient means to lecure vs from being 
dangerouſly deceived, in any thing neceſfary to our $al- 
vation, it we diligently attend unto It, anc uſe the 
proper helps of underitanding it. .\nd this 15 our en» 
couragement to take all pains to compaſs the good we 
deſire, that the fame rfallible God who hath given 
the means, hath aſſured his bleſſmg to them thar dilt- 
gently uſe them. YetlI alittle wonder, to hear him 
talk of men's being diſcouraged from taking pains to be 
. well aſſured of the zrath, for want of an Infallible Guide, 
when it hath been the common Argument a long time, 
whereby ſuch a Guide has been commended ro us, 
that it would ſave us the pains of examining the par- 
ticulars of our faith. If we bein love with eaſe, or if 
we be content to take pairs, all's one, there's enough 
in the Irfallib;lity of the Church of Rome tor all ; the 
pleaſure of the one, or the neceſſity of the other, may 
be a Motive ſufficient to enter into that Communion, 
wherein we may , it ſeems, have our free choice of 
either. What cunning Gameſters are theſe men, that 
hope to win with any hand 2 Certainly taey. truſt 
more to their Art, than to their Cards. 

After we have been ſent from place to place to ſeek 
this /ufallibility, where now ſhall we find it at laſt ? 
In Tradition if any where, for we have miſs'd it eve- 
rywhere elle. And there we have already found tt , 
it our Authour muſt be truſted. The certainty of Scrip- 
ture is from Tradition, therefore there is no refuſing that 
Tradition cauſes certainty, and makes faith as certain as 
Scripture, page 7. Yet it may be this Certainty comes 
not up to /xfallibility : yes it 15 the very fame as you 
heard before, and he adds, page 23. This makes T1 rad:- 
tion to be an Infallible aſcertainer of ſome things at leaf? J 

an 


_ { "9 ] 
and ſo unleſs ſome ſpecial difiiculty be found in other things, 
that light into the ſame channel , it mu$t needs bring 
them down Infailibly too. Now it 1s very true, thar 
we have the Books of Scriptures by Tradition, and 
what other way ſuch antient Books could be convey'd 
unto us, I conteſs I do not know ; neither indeed can I 
ſee what greater Certainty any man can reaſonablyde- 
ſire, that theſe indeed are'the very ſame Books which 
the Authours of them lett to the Church, and which 
the Church hath always received as the Word of God. 
And this Tradition, we look upon as a ground of /uf- 
fcient certainty of this matter of Fat, wherein no man 
was ever wort to deſire better, nor in reaſon can. But 
then frf?, This Traditzon is not that of the Church of 
Rome only, Which isthe only Tradition that I ever heard 
ot, that has been pretended to be the ground of /vfa/;- 
bility, buta more Vniverſal Tradition of all Chriſttans ; 
if ſome of whom had not been more careful to preſerve 
theſe Books, than they of Rome, we might, for ought 
I know, have loſt ſome of them, at leaſt, that Excel- 
lent Epiſtle to the Hebrews. And 1n the zext place, 
this /niverſal Tradition, is no more but Humane Teſti- 
mony, and that can be no ground of 1fa/libility, which 
excludes all poſſibility of Error. A Moral Certainty is 
enough to ſtand on ſuch a foundation, and all that can 
be rationally deſired in this caſe. Theſe Books, as writ 
by the Inſpiration of the Foly Ghoſt, arethe toundation 
of our Chriſtian Faith; and he knows, I hope, that 
neither Papiſts nor Proteſtants content themſelves with 
Tradition, but produce abundance of other Arguments, 
for the Confirmation of Scripture's Divine Authority. 
And whereas he ſaith, it makes Faith as Certain as 
Scripture, no man can doubt bur conveying the Book 
to us, it conveys to us all pointsof Faith contained in 
D 2 the 
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the Book ; and witneſſing the Book to be writ by men 
divinely inſpired,it alſo gives as good credit tothe Faith 
contained in it, as humane Teſtimony can give. But he 
means another thing, when he thus explains himſelf, 
Unleſs ſome ſpecial Iificulry be found in other things that 
light into the ſame channel , it muſt needs bring them 
down infallibly too. Thele other things are things un- 
writtes in that Holy Book ; and without more ado, 
we will promiſe him, that when ever he can ſhew us 
thoſe other things , and aſſure us that they light into 
the ſame channel of Univerſal, not only Roman Tradi- 
tion, and are ſo convey'd to us, we will entertain 
them with the ſame Certaznty as we entertain the Scrz- 
pture, upon account of that Tradition only. But for 
theſe other things, which are to be parts ot Fazth too, 
I fear we muſt either fiſh for them in the Channel of 7:- 
ber, or not atall find them. 

All Traditionary Chriſtians believe the ſame to day, 
which they did yeſterday ,and ſo up to the time of our Bleſſed 


' Saviour, page 8. So faith Mr. G. And faith our Author, 


There is no denying this, but by denying that Traditionary 
Chriſtians, are Traditionary Chriftians. But ſuppole 
theſe 7raditionary Chriſtians, be fo call'd trom their ad- 
hering to a 7radition, which reacheth not ſo high as 
our Bleſſed Savionr's time, but only pretends to it, as 
they are by others, if not by themſelves ; may we not 
call them Traditionary Chriſtians, and confels too that 
they bclieve the ſame zo day as they did yeſterday, yea,. 
and as they did ever ſince the Council of Trent, or tome 
hundreds of years before that, and yet deny that they 
believe the ſame, that was believed quite up to the 
time of our Bleſſed Saviour £ Yes, this is and will be 
denied, till he can prove it. 

Next Mr.G. faith , f they follow this Rule, they can 


never 
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never err i Faith. And his Friend tell us, This is pal- 
pably ſelf-evident , and p. 9. therefore they are in- 
fallible. Bur unleſs the Rule of Tradition, which 
they follow , be /onger than it is yet proved to be, 
they may follow it, and err all along by following 
it. And let it be never ſo log, yet if they follow 
it not they may err, and theretore are not infalli- 
Le ; except he ſhew, that they cannot chooſe but fol- 
low it. So that unleſs it be firſt, as was before ſaid, 
proved that God hath given a Ra/e which no man 
can poſſibly (werve from, ( which ſuppoſed, not only 
a Pope or Council, but all who have it are z»falli- 
le) we muſt all be content to be fall/ib/e ſli]l, Yea, 
but, They could not innovate in Faith, unleſs they did 
forget what they held the day before, or out of malice 
alter it, Our Authour undertakes to make this 
out more clearly , and theretore we will hear what 
he ſaith for our better information, page 18. He 
asks, Did Chriſt teach any error ? and he may be 
confident we will ſay He did not. Then it follows, 
When a Father believ'd what Chriſt taught him, and 
the Son what the Father believ'd, did not the Son 100 
believe what Chrift taught £ No doubt of it but he 
did. Run it on (then ſaith he) to the Jaſt Son that 
ſhall be born in the World, muſt not every one believe 
what Chriſt taught, if every one believe what his Fa- 
ther believed 2 It is certain he 'muſt. And will you 
then (faith he) go about to perſwade us, that there attu- 
ally is a company of men in the World, who adhered to 
this Rule, all Sons believing always as thair Fathers 
did, whereof the firſt believed as Chriſt taught , and 
who notwithſtanding erred in matters of Faith * No, he 
may be ſure on'c, we will never Le fo unreaſonable, 
except he can firſt. perſwade us to enter into the Ro- 
| | 1RAK / 
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man Communion , where we mult Jay by our Reaſon, 
and renounce our Private Fudgments, and then 1 
know not what abſurd things we may be brought to 
do. Were it not very cafie here for a man of leſ; 


rediculing Wit than he trumphs in, to make as fine 


Sport with his Nox obftante here , as he doth with 2- 
nother, page 33, and could do, I doubt not, with 
two more, Which he knows of in the Councils of 
Conſtance and Trent > But I leave him to ſpore a- 
lone. We will grant him it 1s z»poſſible to prove , 
That men have erred, notwithſtanding they never erred : 
and let him, it he pleaſe , note it in his Almanack, 
amongſt his Self-evidents. 

But notwith/tanding, (I would not have him want 
this word to play with) I ſay notwithſtanding all 
he hath here ſaid, one little thing is yet to be 
proved, viz. That theſe Traditionary Chriſtians , ad- 
here undecliningly to an unqueſtionable Traditien , 
deſcending really and anvariably trom Chriſt and his 
Apoſtles, and could nor peſibly do otherwite ; that 
is, That they never either did or could err from the 
Faith firſt taught ; for this is but ſuppoſed hitherto, 
and from this ſei/f-evident ſuppoſition, (tor it is as evi- 
dent (ſaith he) as that Traditionary Chriſtians are Tra- 
ditionary Chriſtians) he neceſiarily concludes thus, Sup- 
poſe Traditionary Chriſtians neither did nor could err, it 
is certain they neither did nor could err. Make what 
you can more of it. | 

There be 2wo things, which, 1f they be incident 
to men, may, as is already confefſed, cauſe an 7#- 
novation or alteration in Faith, Forgetfulneſs and 
Malice. Bur our Authour hopes we can have no 
advantage by pleading either of theſe, in barre to 
the Jnf.:llib:lity of Tradition. Tou do not , I ſup- 
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uſe, deſire , ( ſaith he ) that we ſhould prove, that 
men had always Memories, or that Chriſtians were 
wever malicious enough to damn themſelves, and their 
poſterity wittingly , and yet it can ſtick no where elſe, 
page 32. Yer were there no danger of men's forger= 
ting what had been taught, ir is hard to ſay, why 
the Penmen of the Scripture, ſhould have been at 
the needleſs pains to write It ; Nay, Sz. Peter him- 
felt, if men's Memories be always lo faithtul, ſeem'd 
to be too forgettul of ' this, with ſo much diligence 
as he expreſſeth to Endeavour that they might be 
able after his deceaſe, to have theſe things always in 
remembrance, 2 Pet. 1. 15. And that by giving them 
unto them in Writing. And if ſuch Malice as he 
talks of, can never poſſibly be ſound amongſt Chrz- 
ſtians, or men proteſling themſelves fo ; to damn them- 
ſelves and Polterity wittingly, I would fain have him 
tell us, how it comes to paſs, that we find at this 
day among ſuch Chriſtians, fo many thouſands by 
wickedneſs of all ſorts haftning to damnation them- 
ſelves, and taking as little care' to provide any bet- 
ter for their Children 2 May not Chriſtians through 
Malice and Wickedneſs, be as carcleſs of preſerving the 
Faith, as of maintaining Holineſs in themſelves or 
their Poſterity, when they know that Sin is as dam- 

nable as Error. | | 
Again, ſuppoſing neither Forgerfulneſs nor Malice, 
enough to ſpoil the Rule of Tradition, What if all 
Sons did not wnderſtand aright, all that Fathers 
had taught them? Is not this as poſſib/e, as for 
ſome not to underſtand aright, what Chriff and his 
Apojtles taught them 2 And ſuch there were amongſt 
their hearers. What if ſome Sons were ſo negligent, 


as to take no care cither to remember or zeach 
what 
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what they had been taught by their Fathers? Have 


we not daily experience ot fuch careleſs perſons, who 
yet want neither underſtanding, nor Memory » What, 
if tome through Ambition, Yain-glory, and Popularity, 
ſet abroach new Dodtrines, and taught them for Apoſto- 
lical Traditions? What,it others to ſave themſelves trom 
Perſecution, concealed part, and corrupted more of the 
Dodrine of Cbrif# by their own Traditzons, taken not 
from Chrif, but from their forefathers, Jews, or Gen- 
tiles £ And to ſay no more, What, it tome through 
a blind zeal, ignorant devotion, ſuperſtitious rigour. ai d 
vain credulity , added many things to the dettrixe of 
Chrif, which by degrees grew into more g:neral e- 
ſtcem, till at laſt they were own'd and impeſed: s ne- 
ceſſary to be believed and prafticed 2 What, 1t Errcr 
any of theſe ways brought forth , grew, multiplied, 
ſpread, obtain'd moſt poxer , and drove out all that 
held the maked truth, out of all thoſe Countrics 
where it came ? Becauſe Iu/tances brovght by us, 
are unwelcome to this Gext/eman, I will leave him, 
to furniſh himſelf with them out of all Zifto- 
ries. 

But now, he will, 1 ſuppoſe betake himſelf again to 
Ius only Refuge, That when any of theſe fell into Error, 
tley left their Rule, Tradition. T long ( faith he ) 
to hear it made out, That ay erring Church can ſtill 
plead Tradition, and adhere to it, p. 18. For, that a 
Church may follow Tradition at one time, and leave it 
at another, is no news, P. 15. If this be no news, then, 
thoug þ we ſhould grant Tradition to be an Infallible 
conveyance of the Truth, yet, would it not make, 
even that Church, which now adheres to it, to be In- 
fallib/e ; and therefore the Church of Rome ( though 
we ſhould contels her at preſent, to adhere to _ 

ra- 
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Tradition ) could not prove her ſelf thereby to be Iu- 
fallible. That Church onely is Iufallible, which can- 
ot err. The Church that at one time follows Tra- 
dition, may leave it at another , and fo doing errs. 
Therefore it the Church of Rome be Zafallible , ſhe 
muſt prove, not only that ſhe fo/lows Tradition, for 
ſo ſhe proves only that ſhe doth mot err ; but alſo 
that ſhe cannot leave it, for Ifallibility excludes all 
poſſibility of erring, by leaving Tradition, She muſt 
therefore ſeek out a new Medium to prove her ſelf /y- 
fallible. For hitherto, according to his own way of 
reaſoning , ſhe has but the ſame priviledge that all 
Churches have, mo? to err ſo long as ſhe holds to Tra- 
dition, and doth not Jeave it. 


Yet, if 1t may be proved onely that the Church 
of Rome doth not err, I think we are obliged to Com- 
municate with her. And therefore it were enough 
for her to prove her ſelf free from Error, which is a 
much eaſier task, if ſhe be ſo, then to prove her ſelf 
Infallible. To prove the former is enough, and in 
vain ſhe attempts to prove the /ater, till the former 
be proved. Why then labours ſhe to no purpoſe ? 
For as light as this Author makes of I»/tances, yet all 
the World knows, that a ſingle /»/?axce, in one Error, 
is enough to anſwer all the Arguments can be brought 
for her /rfa//ibility ; ſeeing it muſt needs be falſe to ſay 
ſhe cannot err, who in any one thing doth err. And 
truly, I think her very claim to /nfalibility, is e- 
nough to prove that ſhe doth err, and thereforc is not 
Infallible. 


That an erring Church may plead Tradition, himſeli 
does not greatly deny, which is one thing that he 
| | E | longs 
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longs to hear made out. And he needs not go to the 
Greek Church, his own will abundantly ſhew it him. 
Bur, That an erring Church adheres to Tradition, if he 
means true Apoſtolical Tradition, and adhering to it 
wholly and onely, I know no man that will undertake 
ro make it out, to ſave his longing. Let him ſhew 
us the Church that holds to this Tradition, and we 
will not onely grant ſhe errs not, but will alto be of - 
her Communton, though we will not grant her to be 
TInfallible, and ſo an happy end will be put to all our 


Diſputes at once. 


I confeſs, it ſeems very odd to me, that men 
ſhould call us Fereticks, and condemn us for erring 
in Faith, and at the ſame time prove the Articles 
of their own Faith , by the Trfallibility of their 
Church, and ground that Infa/librlity on Tradition, 
and prove that Tradition to be an Ifallible convey- 
ance, by an Argument, which 1t it proves any thing 
to the purpoſe, muſt prove, that no man that hath 


' been taught the Faith, can ever err from it ; and 


ver, {till withal, conicſs that a Church following 
Tradition now, may leave it afterwards. It a man 
may /eave the Rale, and by leaving it, err in Faith, 
then his helding to it formerly , did not ſecure him 
from all error in Faith. And it a man cannot err 
from what he hath been taught, then can no man 
that hath been taught the Faith, be an Teretick. In 
thort, Chrift and his Apo///es taught one and the 
ſame DoG@rine, Innovatio;rs, tis certain, and Altera- 


r2ons have becn made tn this Dor tne, it's no Mmat- 


ter Wa2ther it was through Forget, alneſs , or Malice, 
or fome other motive, ſuch thi3ys undeniably thcre 
are among(t Chriſt;zns, and theretore ſonic have been 

taught 
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taught otherwiſe than at fri? men were taught; ſo 
that without all diſpute, the Rule of Tradition is fome- 
where broken. The Church of Rome ſaith, al have 
broke it but ſhe only, but how proves the this > She 
ſays, ſhe holds the ſame to day, which ſhe did yeſterday, 
and ſo up to our Bleſſed Saviour's time, We call again 
tor a proof of this, She tells us, zf /he follow'd this Rute, 
ſhe could never err in Fairh, But did ſhe tollow this 
Rule? She lays, ſhe did, and it you will not believe her, 
there's an end. 


And here I might end your trouble, but that Thave 
ſpied a few gleanings yet behind, which may poſſibly 
be worth gathering up. He tells, page 25. IWe give 
only a General Latitudinarian Rule , common to all the 
Ferefres in theWWorld : You know Sir, that the Holy 
Scripture 1s our Rule, and this 1s indeed the General 
Rule given by God to us all, and in this ſenſe Latity- 
dinarian too, that it contains al/ things neceſſary to 
Salvation, and common to Hereticks, 1t 15 and ought to 
be, tho they miſerably abule ir, and tho I could rell 
him too of Fereticks, that truited more to his Rule 
than to ours. He theretore muil pardon us, it we can- 
not give him a better Ra/e than God hath given us, 
neither can think fit to throw it away, becaute ſome 
men will abuſe it. Yea but, i? makes /izbt and darke 
neſs very confiſtent, and Chrift and Beital very cood 
friends. Ibid. I hops you reau not this without a more 
than ordinary cencernment tor the man, who cver he 


!S, that hath fo little reverence for God and iis hoy 


Word, for he cannot but know that the /Z7o'v Scripture 
only is our Rale, againic wich he Ventures TH utter {0 
RWCHN Blaſphemy. All toe return 1 frail wake ior 01S, 
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is my hearty prayer, That God may give him Repes- 
tance unto life. 


In his 26 page, weare told, That the mw con- 
ftituting our Proteſtant Rule, as aliſtinguiſhe _ that of 
thoſe moFt abominable Hereticks, can only be [ As my 
own Judgment or others of my fide, thus or thus in- 
terpret Scripture's Letter ] and wing (faith he) which 
way you pleaſe, there it will and mu$t end at laft. Who 
can expeCt leſs, but that where men pretend to /yfalli- 
bility,they ſhould alſo pretend to know what is our Rule, 
better then we our ſelves , poor fa//ib/e Creatures do 2? 
To what purpoſe ſhould we tell them again and again, 
what is our Rule, when they are reſolved beforchand, 
not to believe that we know what it is. Tt this con- 
ceited Sir would give us leave to know our own minds, 
I would tell him once more, That P/ain Scripture is 
our Rule, and that the Interpretation of it by any Seft 
of people, Romaniſts or others, 1s extrinſecal toit, and 
no conſtitutive difference of it.In general, tis the Word of 
God; in contradiſtinition to the Roman Rule of Scripture 
and Traditions, *tis the Written Word, or Scripture on- 
ly ; and as differenced from both Romaniſts and other 


. Ftereticks and Sefaries, it is Scripture plainly delivering 


a ſenſe own'd and declared by the Primitive Church of 
Chriſt 7» the Three Creeds, Four firſt General Coun- 
cils, and Harmony of the Fathers. This I hope is 
Plain dealing and no Wriggling, and here we take upour 
ſtand, let him endeavour to draw us whither he 
can. 


After he has becn quarrelling with our Rale, and 
with us for not giving a more diſtin Role, he next 
complains of us tor not following our Rate. Not one 


of 
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of a Million, even of your own Proteſtants (faith he) re- 
lies on, or ever thinks of relying on your Rule of Faith, in 
order to make choice of their Faith, or determining what 
to hold. Thid. Tho 1 tear many of them are too neg- 
ligent, yet I hope he 1s out in his account, or elſe I know 
he is uncharitable in thus judging, without taking an 
account of them. Tam apt to think they are moreat- 
tentive to their Rule than he imagines, or elſe they 
would be a little more indifferent which Religion 
prevails, than moſt of them yet ſeem to be. Yet 
be it as he would have it, 'tis the fault of the 
people onely , neither of our Religzon nor our 
Rule : And he knows well enough how eafie it is 
for us too to ſpie ſuch taults abroad. 


After much talk to the ſame, I mean, to no 
purpoſe , he asks page 27. ow few aſe all the 
Fallible means ( for you allow them no other ) which 
they are to make uſe of to find out their Faith 2 
Again 1 anſwer , too few ; but yet many more 
than he could wiſh did make uſe of them. And 
how Fallible ſoever theſe means be, they are as 
Infallible as any afforded the people in his Church, 
and as much more certain, as the Word of God is 
more certain than that of a Prief?. | 


But now comes the great Secre? of all, which 
was never diſcoverd till now. Not the Letter of 
Scripture, but hone5t Tradition is our Rule, page 28. 
Nay, and rhis zs evident too ( though we could 
none of us fee it all this while, what bad eyes 
have Proteſtants? ) That the Tradition of our Fa- 
thers aud Teachers, and not Scriptures Letter 1s in- 
deed our Rule, page 29. Where are we now ? In 
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the Church of Rome e're we were aware of it > 
We are all good Roman Catholicks on a ludden, we are 
become an Hvfallible Church ard did not 


In \ it 
What Vertue 1s there in thetic fine Lerrers, 


and how 


- inſenſibly do they work upen us ? Fear not Sir, 


he has proved it Tle warrant you, and tliat an- 
anſwerably, as he does all things. Children (me. 
ply believe their Fathers and Teachers , pare 25, 
Therefore their Rule is Tradition. This 1s true , 
only we muſt remember, "tis a Tradition of Scrip. 
ture only. Next, all hearers do not inquire whether 


others give not more COMQruoms explications of SC ts 
pture, then their own preachers do. Therefore thcy 
tollow Tradition. They do indecd follow what the 
preacher has deliver'd to them trom the Scripture, 
and what he has made them fee plainly there, 
they think it needleſs to run as tar as Rome, to 
ſee more clearly by wanmvritten Tradition, Laſtly, 
The Reformers meant not that the believing Church 
ſhould have the Liberty to [nterpret Scripture againFt 
tle teaching C hurch, or Paſtors, or coin a Faith out 
of it, contrary to the preſent or former C on:2regation 
of which he was a Member, page 29. Thirciore 2- 
gin they ioliew Tradition. They do indeed Apo- 
ftolrcal and Scriptural Tradition. And herein both. 
P:jtors and Pope are cll agreed, tat they arc 
Rm lor Cormmg faith, and rheretore will zeither 
of tf.cm give /cave to the other ſo to do. They 
Pais & rod id Faith dchvered to them beth bY 
S011 ture, and tlie Primitive Church, and to this they 
ar: reſolved to land, ; 


13}-NLGUS I ette I Icavc LOU £0 think what 
you 


ihu; Sir, having given vou my thoughts of 
| r 
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you can of it better , deſiring you only to think 
no worſe of your own Keligzon for it, till you 


hear more from 


Tour very faithful Friend 


and Servant. 


